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Response to Amendment 

1 . In the amendment filed 6/16/06, the following has occurred: claims 51 , 52, 53, and 57 
have been amended; claims 65-70 have been canceled; claims 71-76 have been added. Now, 
claims 51-54, 56-64, and 71-76 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 51-52, 54, 56-57, 71-72, and 74-76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Payne et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,5715,314. 

4. As per claim 51, Payne et al. teach a method for conducting electronic commerce 
through a computer network, the method comprising: receiving, in a merchant computer system 
of the computer network, a purchase request for a digital product (see column 5, lines 26-29, 
payment computer of Payne et al. is read upon by the merchant system); receiving payment 
data in the merchant computer system wherein the payment data specifies remuneration for the 
digital product (see column 5, lines 29-34, this step is preformed by the payment computer of 
Payne et al.); sending a request for reservation of the digital product to a content manager 
computer system which is coupled to the merchant computer system through the computer 
network (see column 7, lines 31-33, merchant computer of Payne et al. is read upon by the 
content manager, the request includes a request to reserve access to the digital document for a 
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specified duration of time; the two computers are coupled via network 10 of Payne et al, see 
figure 1); forming by the content manager computer system transaction data which include (i) 
transaction identification data (see column 5, lines 30-31), (ii) product identification data which 
identifies the digital product (see column 5, lines 30-31), and (iii) binding data which binds the 
transaction to the client computer system (see column 5, lines 40-41, i.e. the buyer network 
address); sending the formed transaction data from the content manager computer system to 
the merchant computer system (see column 5, lines 48-56); receiving, in the content manager 
computer system a delivery request signal from the merchant computer system wherein the 
delivery request signal requests delivery of the digital product to a client computer system 
through the computer network to a client computer system which can be different from the buyer 
computer system (see column 7, lines 31-39, the delivery request is sent from the payment 
computer to the merchant computer via the buyer computer); sending the transaction 
identification data to the client computer system wherein the transaction identification data 
identifies the digital product and represents remuneration in accordance with the payment data 
(see column 7, lines 18-24 and lines 31-32); 

5. As per claim 52, Payne teaches the method of claim 58 as described above. Payne 
further teaches receiving, in a delivery computer system of the computer network, the 
transaction identification data from the client computer system (see column 7, lines 32-33); 
determining within the delivery computer system, in accordance with the transaction 
identification data, the digital product (see column 7, lines 27-33); and sending, from the delivery 
computer system, the digital product to the client computer system (see column 7, lines 46-50); 
and sending, from the delivery computer system to the content manager computer system, a 
signal indicating that sending the digital product to the client computer system is completed (see 
column 3, lines 24-27). 



Application/Control Number: 09/289,513 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3626 

6. As per claim 54, Payne teaches the method of claim 51 as described above. Payne 
further teaches requesting reservation by the merchant computer system comprises: encrypting 
data representing a requested reservation (see column 1, lines 59-64); sending the data as 
encrypted to the content manager computer system (see column 1 , line 64 - column 2, line 2); 
and decrypting the data within the content manager computer system (see column 1, line 64 - 
column 2, line 2, the data has to be decrypted to be viewed). 

7. As per claim 56, Payne teaches the method of claim 51 as described above. Payne 
further teaches the delivery request signal includes the transaction identification data (see 
column 7, lines 31-39). 

8. As per claim 57, Payne teaches the method of claim 52 as described above. Payne 
further teaches the transaction identification data, as received by the delivery computer system 
is certified as originating from the client computer system (see column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 
2). 

9. Claims 71-72, and 74-76 recite substantially similar limitations to those already 
addressed in claims 51-52, 54, and 56-57 and, as such, are rejected for similar reasons as 
given above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 58-59 and 61-64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Payne et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,5715,314 in view of Fulton et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,182,052. 
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12. As per claim 58, Payne et al. teach a method for conducting electronic commerce 
through a computer network, the method comprising: receiving, in a merchant computer system 
of the computer network, a purchase request for a digital product (see column 5, lines 26-29, 
payment computer of Payne et al. is read upon by the merchant system); receiving payment 
data in the merchant computer system wherein the payment data specifies remuneration for the 
digital product (see column 5, lines 29-34, this step is preformed by the payment computer of 
Payne et al.); sending a request for reservation of the digital product to a content manager 
computer system which is different from the merchant computer system and which is coupled to 
the merchant computer system through the computer network (see column 7, lines 31-33, 
merchant computer of Payne et al. is read upon by the content manager, the request includes a 
request to reserve access to the digital document for a specified duration of time; the two 
computers are coupled via network 10 of Payne et al, see figure 1); receiving, in the content 
manager computer system a delivery request signal from the merchant computer system 
wherein the delivery request signal requests delivery of the digital product to a client computer 
system through the computer network (see column 7, lines 31-39, the delivery request is sent 
from the payment computer to the merchant computer via the buyer computer); sending 
transaction identification data to the client computer system wherein the transaction 
identification data identifies the digital product and represents remuneration in accordance with 
the payment data (see column 7, lines 18-24 and lines 31-32); receiving, in a delivery computer 
system of the computer network, the transaction identification data from the client computer 
system (see column 7, lines 32-33); determining within the delivery computer system, in 
accordance with the transaction identification data, the digital product (see column 7, lines 27- 
33); and sending, from the delivery computer system, the digital product to the client computer 
system (see column 7, lines 46-50). 
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13. Payne does not explicitly teach that the transaction identification data is sent from the 
content manager computer system to the client computer system. However, Fulton teaches 
sending transaction identification data from a content manager computer system to a client 
computer system, wherein the transaction identification data identifies the digital product and 
represents remuneration in accordance with the payment data (see column 1 1 , lines 44-50). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate such a feature into the system of Payne. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to incorporate such a feature for the purpose of further enhancing security 
provided to users of the system (see column 4, lines 37-44 of Fulton). 

14. As per claim 59, Payne in view of Fulton teaches the method of claim 58 as described 
above, further comprising: sending, from the delivery computer system to the content manager 
computer system, a signal indicating that sending the digital product to the client computer 
system is completed (see column 3, lines 24-27). 

15. As per claim 61 , Payne in view of Fulton teach the method of claim 58 as described 
above. Payne further teaches requesting reservation by the merchant computer system 
comprises: encrypting data representing a requested reservation (see column 1, lines 59-64); 
sending the data as encrypted to the content manager computer system (see column 1 , line 64 
- column 2, line 2); and decrypting the data within the content manager computer system (see 
column 1, line 64 - column 2, line 2, the data has to be decrypted to be viewed). 

16. As per claim 62, Payne in view of Fulton teach the method of claim 58 as described 
above. Payne further teaches in response to requesting reservation by the merchant computer 
system, the content manager computer system effects such a reservation of the digital product 
by: forming transaction data which include (i) the transaction identification data, (ii) product 
identification data which identifies the digital product, and (iii) binding data which binds the 
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transaction to the client computer system (see column 5, lines 30-44); and sending the 
transaction data to the merchant computer system (see column 5, lines 48-53). 

17. As per claim 63, Payne in view of Fulton teach the method of claim 58 as described 
above. Payne further teaches the delivery request signal includes the transaction identification 
data (see column 5, lines 27-44). 

18. As per claim 64, Payne in view of Fulton teach the method of claim 58 as described 
above. Payne further teaches the transaction identification data, as received by the delivery 
computer system is certified as originating from the client computer system (see column 5, line 
42, particularly the "buyer network address"). 

19. Claims 53 and 73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Payne et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,5715,314 in view of Stefik et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,236,971. 

20. As per claim 53, Payne teaches the method of claim 52 as described above. Payne et 
al. do not explicitly teach encrypting the digital product before sending it to the client computer 
system and then decrypting it once in the client computer system. Stefik et al. teach encrypting 
the digital product with a created encrypting key before sending it to the client computer system 
and then decrypting it once in the client computer system (see column 26, lines 39-52, column 
37, lines 40-43 and lines 57-62). Stefik further teaches discarding the new encryption key (see 
column 37, lines 40-43). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the encrypting element of Sefik et al. with the electronic 
commerce method of Payne et al. for the purpose of providing increased security to users of the 
system. 

21 . Claim 73 recites substantially similar additional limitations to those already addressed in 
claim 53 and, as such, is rejected for similar reasons as given above. 
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22. Claim 60 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Payne et aL, 
U.S. Patent No. 5,5715,314 in view of Fulton et aL, U.S. Patent No. 6,182,052 and further in 
view of Stefik et aL, U.S. Patent No. 6,236,971 . 

23. As per claim 60, Payne et al. in view of Fulton teach the method of claim 58 as 
described above. Payne et al. do not explicitly teach encrypting the digital product before 
sending it to the client computer system and then decrypting it once in the client computer 
system. Stefik et al. teach encrypting the digital product with a created encrypting key before 
sending it to the client computer system and then decrypting it once in the client computer 
system (see column 26, lines 39-52, column 37, lines 40-43 and lines 57-62). Stefik further 
teaches discarding the new encryption key (see column 37, lines 40-43). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
encrypting element of Sefik et al. with the electronic commerce method of Payne et al. for the 
purpose of providing increased security to users of the system. 

Response to Arguments 

24. In the remarks filed 6/16/06, Applicant argues in substance that (1 ) the previous Office 
Action failed to address the fact that in claim 58, the transaction identification data is sent from 
the content manager computer system to the client computer system; (2) Payne fails to teach 
sending formed transaction data, nor any other data, from a content manager computer system 
to a manager computer system. 

25. In response to Applicant's argument (1 ), the Examiner agrees with Applicant's assertion 
and, accordingly, has withdrawn the previous 102(e) rejection in view of Payne alone. However, 
the Examiner has relied upon a new grounds of rejection in view of Payne in view of Fulton as 



Application/Control Number: 09/289,51 3 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3626 

detailed above. Therefore, this argument is now moot in view of the new grounds of rejection 
detailed above. 

26. In response to Applicant's argument (2), although the Examiner agreed in the interview 
on 5/18/06 that the Amendment to claim 51 appeared to overcome the previous grounds of 
rejection, it is respectfully submitted that, upon further consideration of the teachings of Payne, 
that this limitation is taught by the reference. In particular, in an alternative embodiment, Payne 
describes forming, in the content manager computer system (merchant computer in Payne), 
transaction data that includes those pieces of data recited in the claim (see column 5, lines 30- 
41) and sending this data to the merchant computer (payment computer in Payne) via the buyer 
computer (see column 5, lines 41-48). Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that Payne teaches 
this limitation as detailed above. 



Conclusion 

27. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Luke Gilligan whose telephone number is (571) 272-6770. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8am-5:30pm. 

28. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on (571 ) 272-6776. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 09/289,513 



Page 10 



Art Unit: 3626 

29. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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